[A theoretical review of category-specific impairment, its entity and the methodological problems associated with its study].
Studies on category-specific claim to provide insights on structure and organization of semantic information. This type of phenomenon consists of the selective impairment of the information on a domain, for instance, living things (animals) but the sparing of nonliving things (tools), or vice versa. Despite the large number of studies purportedly documenting double dissociations between both domains, the lack of theoretical debate on how to empirically define such dissociations is unclear, e.g. how they should be evaluated and reported. In this work, a review of literature on category-specific and the explanatory models is showed. A critical methodological is done, on the basis of three findings: 1) lack of normal control groups in the majority of case studies; 2) the questionable utilization of double dissociations; and 3) the presence of problems due to a 'ceiling effect' in most group studies of Alzheimer disease patients. It is claimed that while domain specificity may be a legitimate phenomenon, the critical review of literature do not provide a strong empirical foundation for the domain fractionations claimed in this literature.